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Dear Mr Le: 

of this process, 
holders. 



iS5.: 



a i ,.«,te«* a nd sehach's oatent It concerns a personalized book kit containing a questionnaire; one 
obtain a personalized book. 

a* i ..nriarctand Allen's Dfltent it concerns a security system, allowing selective reproduction or 

£Se3! tte S*? ait. and thS is prtma* toe*** confidential documental,™ * the focua of the 

process. 

I think that the differences between what I am claiming andwhat has been claimed by Allen and 
sSach are r£t "merely subjective/ but in fact objective. TTie.r systems are 

for the purposes of blocking or restriction 
active 

mechanical. 2/ 



{ 



Received from < 61 3 95572578 > at 12/20/02 11:56:54 AM [Eastern Standard Tune] 



PO. Box ^,Bef>ltelghVic 3KM Austria _ ^ 



A.CN.C061."Wa05 





21-12-2002 03=57 



EUNSON TRAINING/ I BE PUBNS 



61 3 95572578 



P. 05 



/ 



2/ 



In contrast the system I am proposing is 

for the purposes of monitoring and tolling, or charging of a fee 
• passive 

partly mechanical (the technical specifics of which l do not give) 

partly dependent on social/institutional arrangements: if the social/institutional factors are not 
in place, then the bar code indicia are useless. 

To meet objections raised in the examination, the following is proposed: 

(1) The abstract is reworded to read: 

An Intellectual property identification and recording system can be used to monitor reproduction of 
material and to charge a fee for such reproduction. Such a system is not mechanical and active, 
designed to prohibit, discourage or restrict access to reproduction, but is in fact passive and is 
dependent upon mechanical systems linked to systems of human-institutional agreements and 
procedures. Printed material such as pages from a book or serial, or a work of art, can be identified 
by indicia such as a machine readable bar code inserted into the material. Reading or scanning 
devices placed in photocopiers or other machinery of reproduction can recognize such data, and 
such data can then be recorded as a basis for audit. Such data can then be used as a basis for 
calculating a fee or payment to creators and/or copyright holders of intellectual property whose 
property is reproduced. Such fees or payments would be the product of arrangements negotiated 
between stakeholders in the total process. 

(2) Claims 4 and 5 would be combined and re-worded to read: 



A system comprised partly of apparatus and partly of a negotiated series of tolling protocols that 
allows intellectual property to be identified by means of machine-readable indicia such as bar coding, 
and then permits auditing of mechanical reproduction of any and all such property, such property 
being of either a confidential or non-confidential nature, and such mechanical reproduction being 
conducted on an open access or unhindered oasis, for the purpose of facilitating financial 
compensation to intellectual property owners and managers. 



Claim 6 would be re-worded to read: 



An intellectual property identification and recording system, based on free and unrestricted access to 
reproduction of intellectual property, allowing for the specific registration of unique items of 
intellectual property, such registration being an aid to the auditing of mechanical reproduction of such 
property, and such auditing in turn creating a basis for financially compensating the creators of such 
intellectual property. 



Yours sincerely, 



Baden Eunson 



Enc. 
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